Introduction
The only formal characteristic that all restrictive relative clause constructions have in common in Eton is that their head is marked by means of a prefix í-~ H-traditionally called the augment. Eton does not normally use a relative relator and only a subset of TAM-forms have a special relative verb form, so that for subject relatives the augment on the head is often the only indication for the presence of a relative clause. Hence, relativisation is basically head marking, and the augment is best analysed as a construct form marker in Eton (see Creissels (2009) for an earlier use of this notion in the analysis of sub-Saharan languages). I use the term augment for the Eton construct form marker and its cognates in closely related languages such as Ewondo, Fang and Basaá, without implying that this morpheme can be identified as a reflex of a prenominal Proto-Bantu augment as reconstructed by Meeussen (1967: 99) . Rather, the term is here used for any morpheme that is synchronically preposed, procliticised or prefixed to a nominal element and that can be argued to be cognate with an augment, pronominal prefix or weak demonstrative in other Bantu languages.
Section 2 summarises the grammatical description of relative constructions provided in Van de Velde (2008) , which was thoroughly double-checked for this paper. We will see that Eton uses two strategies -a gap-strategy and a resumptive pronoun strategy -and that there are no restrictions on accessibility to relativisation. I will subsequently describe the dedicated relative verb forms. Section 3 shows that the augment is an inflectional morpheme in Eton. Section 4, finally, proposes a scenario for its origin and development.
Relative clause constructions in Eton
Relative clause constructions are here defined as constructions in which a nominal constituent is modified by a subordinate finite clause (the relative clause) by specifying the role of its referent in the situation described by the relative clause (adapted from Andrews The definition equally excludes focus constructions that have formal similarities with relative constructions, but that do not imply adnominal modification, or embedding in a matrix clause. In (2) the focused argument dwé 'name' is in pre-verbal focus position followed by a focus pronoun and a clause that has the formal characteristics of a relative clause (a relative verb form and a resumptive pronoun after the preposition èèy). Focus pronouns are segmentally identical to personal pronouns, but they always have a falling tone, as opposed to the dissimilating high tone of personal pronouns (low in agreement pattern IX). Therefore focus pronouns may historically derive from personal pronouns preceded by the augment.
(2) tɔ̀ dwé dɔ̂ wɔỳî kè èèy dɔ́
'even if it is the NAME you want to take with you'
Eton relative clauses are always externally headed. They occur after the head noun and can only be followed by a demonstrative in a nominal constituent (see examples (10) and (16) below 
Relativisation strategies
Eton has two strategies for relativisation: a resumptive pronoun strategy and a gap strategy.
The resumptive pronouns strategy is used for the complement of prepositions other than locative á, as well as for possessors. The gap strategy is used elsewhere.
Depending on the construction, the resumptive element used in the resumptive pronoun strategy can be a personal pronoun, a possessive pronoun or the invariable word íꜜtə, translatable as 'inside' in some contexts. The relativised complement of the preposition ábɔ̂ 'at [+human] ' is represented within the relative clause by a personal pronoun that follows the preposition in (5b). Example (5b) is ambiguous and can also be read as an example of the gap strategy, meaning 'the doctor who lives at his place'. A pronominal 4 complement of the preposition ású 'for' has the form of a possessive pronoun, also when used resumptively, due to the connective origin of this prepositional construction (<à-sú 'face'), as illustrated in (6). The resumptive element for complements of the preposition èèy 'with' can a personal pronoun (7b), or íꜜtə. In the latter case the preposition drops (7c). This second option may be restricted to cases in which èèy expresses an instrumental relation. As has been said, the gap strategy, further illustrated in (11-13), is the default strategy used wherever the resumptive pronoun strategy is not. As is shown in (11), the beneficiary that is marked by means of the preposition ású H = in (6) is usually expressed without any marking. 'the wall on which he is leaning'
Finally, there are no syntactic restrictions on accessibility to relativisation. Every referring expression in a sentence is accessible to relativisation by means of the two strategies outlined above, also constituents of complement clauses (15).
(15) (elicited) íꜜmɔ́ ꜜmínŋgá ùté còg nâ mèté dìŋ àáꜜté ɲèb
The girl you think I like is not nice.'
Relative verb forms
A limited number of verb forms have a special form in relative clauses. These are:
the present affirmative form of the verb nə̀ 'be', which has a rising tone in relative clauses instead of its usual low tone Ewondo and marked by the prefix à-. In relative clauses the tense prefix à-is followed by a floating high tone. A relative Southern Present form can be found in examples (2) and (4) above. The augment has also been found prefixed to relative clauses in texts, apparently with a nominalising function too. The example I found involves a head noun followed by two nonrestrictive relatives. as Basaa depends on the type of relationship that exists between a noun and an adnominal modifier. For a noun to take the augment, it has to be followed by a localising modifier.
This is a necessary, but not a sufficient condition. The augment has been systematically analysed as a grammatically conditioned marker of definiteness or specificity in the literature on these languages, e.g. Redden (1979) 
Perhaps a form of class 7
If we assume that the augment ultimately originates in a demonstrative, the first problem that needs to be resolved is the absence of a paradigm of forms that vary with the class of the head noun. . In Ngubi (B40), the form of class 9 í-has spread to all classes except to class 10, where the augment is tsí-(Puech1988). From here, it is a very small step to total reduction. Now that we can assume that the augment is a reflex of a formerly agreeing form, we should try and identify its original noun class. Comparative evidence points to class 7. The opposition between vowels of the first and second degree of aperture is lost in prefixes in Eton, to the advantage of i for the front vowels. In two other A70 languages, Ewondo and Fang, the augment -é -is segmentally identical to the prefix of class 7 and in Basaá, where the augment is í, the nominal prefix of class 7 is ì-. There are no obvious phonotactic reasons for why it should be the form of class 7 that survives. The agreement pattern of class 7 does function as a default pattern in the absence of nominal controllers in Eton, presumably because j-ǒm, the word for 'thing', is of class 7. Meeussen (1967: 99) reconstructs the augment in Proto-Bantu as "a separate word, identical in form with the pronominal prefix, and used as a weak demonstrative, or rather anaphoric, in affirmative, non-predicative constructions, with definite meaning." In his influential paper on the origin and renewal of overt gender markers and markers of gender agreement, Greenberg (1978) too assumes that Proto-Bantu had an augment, which he characterises as a "stage II" article. Stage II refers to a phase in a continuous evolution of markers that start out as demonstratives (stage zero) and become definite articles, i.e. pragmatically conditioned markers of definiteness or specificity (stage I). The presence of these markers subsequently becomes grammatically conditioned. They tend to become obligatory with 13 common nouns, except in a number of language specific grammatical contexts. These are contexts in which nouns are typically not in need of referential disambiguation, either because they are not used to refer (they are "generic" in Greenberg's terms) or because they are fully determined. Typical examples of the former type of contexts are vocatives, nominal predicates, adverbials and complements of negative verb forms. Fully determined nouns can be inherently so, which is the case for proper names and certain types of kinship terms, or they can be determined by an adnominal modifier, such as a demonstrative or a possessive pronoun. At stage II, the article has become largely redundant, which can lead to its generalisation, so that it becomes a mere nominal marker (stage III) or to its erosion and disappearance.
Not a stage in the cycle of definiteness
Although the validity of this path of language change is beyond doubt, reconstructing a stage II article in Proto-Bantu, of which the augment in the contemporary Bantu languages is a reflex, is not self-evident. The wide array of grammatical phenomena that resemble the Bantu augment in the Niger-Congo languages, within and outside of Bantu, suggests that the definiteness cycle is easily initiated and that it can evolve very rapidly in languages with such exuberant agreement morphology. Assuming only one cycle in the history of Bantu, which at the Proto-Bantu stage was already quite evolved, may need to be reconsidered.
Moreover, the augment in Eton and related languages does not fit in this scenario. The grammatical conditioning of the Eton augment situates it at stage II in the cycle. We should therefore expect it to appear in many or most contexts, such as the citation form of nouns or unmodified nouns in subject position, or in object position of affirmative verb forms. We should not expect it to appear on nouns modified by a demonstrative, unless if nouns with other kinds of modifiers also took it. All this is exactly the contrary of what we find in Eton.
Localising modifiers
In Fang Ntumu (A75a), another member of the Beti-Bulu-Fang dialect cluster, the adnominal modifiers that require the presence of the augment are more numerous than in Whether a modifier is localising, may depend on its use in a particular construction.
Modifiers that allow both a localising and a non-localising use, are responsible for the impression that the augment marks definiteness or specificity, since the presence of a localising modifier changes the discourse-referential properties of a nominal constituent.
Thus, the only concrete indication for calling the augment a definiteness marker in Fang Ntumu is that the modifier -fə́ translates as 'the other' when the head noun takes an augment and as 'another' in the absence of an augment. However, it is clear that the presence of the augment changes the type of modification from non-selective to selective (and therefore localising), which merely implies a definite interpretation of the head noun. This analysis is confirmed by the syntax of the nominal constituent, in that localising modifiers obligatorily follow other types of modifiers in the A70 languages. Adnominal -fə́ can precede or follow a cardinal number in the absence of an augment (23), but it has to follow when the head noun is augmented (24) (my field notes). important' and 'someone that is important.' They conclude that "the augment is an overt marker of specificity in noun phrases containing relative clauses and demonstratives" and that "something which is usually marked covertly [sic] in Basaa, definiteness or specificity, is marked overtly in the presence of these modifiers." But there is no reason why a marker of specificity should appear only in these two contexts where it is redundant. Moreover, if redundancy is no objection and if the augment really marks specificity, it should occur on a noun followed by a non-restrictive relative clause, which it doesn't. The reason it doesn't, is that a non-restrictive relative clause is not a localising modifier. It does not identify the referent of the head noun by locating it in space or time.
The A70 and A40 languages are not the only subgroups of Bantu in which the distinction between localising and non-localising modification is marked by means of an anchor. The same phenomenon is found in the C10 group, but here the anchor is in postnominal position. Leke/Bomitaba (C14, van Houdt 1987) has three demonstrative stems:
-dò (close demonstrative), -ná (far demonstrative) and -L. Van Houdt probably analyses the floating low tone stem as a demonstrative because it takes the same agreement prefixes as demonstratives and most of the time it appears as a variant of -dò. When a noun is modified by a possessive pronoun, an ordinal number or a relative clause, it is obligatorily followed by a demonstrative with stem -dò, which in this use has the variant -L after a (surface) CVprefix (van Houdt1987: 143-153, 191) . Example (25) also shows that ordinal numbers are expressed by means of a connective construction. and C10 is the position of this marker, before or after the head noun. The next section explores some scenarios that could explain the prenominal position of the augment in Eton.
The absence of historical texts makes it unlikely that we will ever be able to go beyond speculation. Nevertheless, it is important for an analysis to demonstrate that plausible scenarios exist.
Possible scenarios
There are basically two types of scenario that could lead to the prenominal position of the can often be argued to have an appositional structure, in which modifiers are not part of an integral phrase, but constitute separate phrases, each headed by a demonstrative form. In such a structure 'this house' is literally 'house, this one' and 'the big house', 'house, the big one / house, this big'. Diachronic evidence for this can be found in typologically unusual word order patterns, such as (N Dem Num Adj), and in the exuberant noun class agreement morphology.
In one possible scenario, the starting point for Eton was similar to the current situation in the C10 languages we discussed. Some or all of the localising modifiers were introduced by a demonstrative, which may have been the head of a modifier phrase that stood in apposition to the preceding noun. In the following schematic representation, Mod can be any localising modifier, including a demonstrative.
In a process of syntactic integration of the nominal constituent, the demonstrative could easily have been reinterpreted as an element that is syntactically related to the preceding noun as well as to the following modifier:
As has been said, the available analyses of Leke/Bomitaba are not sufficiently detailed to decide which of the above schematic representations, (30) or (31), best represents the current situation in that language. Some evidence for the existence of (31) into an independent nominal constituent. In fact, according to Redden (1979:67) , the construction in (30) can be observed when a noun is modified by a demonstrative in contemporary Ewondo: "Sometimes the definite article is repeated before the demonstrative, e.g. /é mod é ɲɔ/ this man; but most of the time only the /é/ before the noun is used."
Starting from the situation in (31), another possible path involves reinforcing of the demonstrative relator by means of a prenominal light demonstrative. The likeliness of such a step is illustrated by Bantu languages with a circumposed demonstrative. This scenario may be more compatible with the current situation in Basaa, where relative clauses are still optionally introduced by a demonstrative relator, and where the augment does not appear when a demonstrative modifier is reinforced by being fronted. All we would need to assume for Eton, then, is that relative clauses used to be introduced by a relator of demonstrative origin.
Finally, a more direct scenario, starting from the situation in (30), cannot be ruled out. It involves the use of a weak, prenominal cataphoric that points ahead to the information that will allow the identification of the noun's intended referent ('this man, the one that I met yesterday, …).
Conclusion
The most remarkable characteristic of relative clauses in Eton is that they are head marked by means of the augment, which therefore should be analysed as a construct form marker.
Given that the gap strategy is the most common one for relative clause formation in Eton and that several tenses do not have a special relative verb form, this construct form marker can be the only formal means for distinguishing between subject relative clauses and nonrelative clauses. The scenario for the origin of this construct form marker that I elaborate in the second part of this chapter may shed a new light on the origin and evolution of the augment in the Bantu languages, as well as on that of similar phenomena in other NigerCongo languages. The proposed initial appositive structure could explain phenomena as diverse as the typologically unusual word order phenomena in the noun phrase of many Benue-Congo languages and the prosodic break that often occurs between nouns and augmented modifiers. More research should point out whether this scenario can be integrated in a general scenario for the origin and evolution of the augment in the Bantu languages, or whether it is one of several independent evolutions.
